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ABSTRACTS

Hpoxémog [Mavridémovrog

Hoapatnpioseig yio v emkarpotnta 116 0cmpiag Tov Aprototélovg tepi Emeikelog oto
nedio TOV GUYYPovov Anuociov Aedvoig Atkaiov

H Nopwn Emotiun, og¢ pépog tov Otopnrikdv Emompov, oeeidet moAAd omnv Besmpnrtikn
avalntnon tov Apiototéhovg. Idiwg to Hbixa Nixoudyeio, n Prropixn kow v A@yvaiwv Iloliteio
EUTEPLEYOVY AVAAVGELS, ECOUPETIKA YPNOILES OG CNEPT, Ol omoieg UEG™ amd TNV BempnTiKY, KOl [E
kaBopadg emotnuovikny peBodoroyia, mpooéyyion kupiwg Tov Awaiov Kot NG AKOOoLYING
KATOOEIKVOOUY [’ EVAPYELD TNV TOALTPIGUOTIKY] KOU OVCLUOTIKY «o@eidny G ovyxpovne NOUKNG
Emomung oto épyo tov Apiototélovg. ‘Eva pikpo pépog g «opeilney avtng emyelpel vo pEpPEL 6T0
¢P®¢ 1 avdivorn mov akolovBel, W emikevipo v évvouwn g Emeikelng, og Bepehddovg prtpog
epunveiag Kot epaproyng tov Atkaiov, 6to cOvord Tov. Me TV avaykoaio dlevkpivion, OTL EXEON M
TAPNG  TEPLYPOP] Ko  emeENynon  akoun Kol ovTtod  TOL  EMUEPOVS  OVTIKEWEVOL  TNG
PILOCOPIKOVOUIKNG oKEYNG Tov Aptototélovg Bo vrepéfoaive, Katd TOAD, To Oplo P0G TETOLNG
avéivong, M kat’ ApiototéAn évvown tng Emelkelog epevvitol, mépav TV YEVIKOV YPOUU®V TNG
MEUTTOVGLOG TNG, OYEOOV AMOKAEIGTIKAOG 6TO MESI0 TOL GVYYXpovov Anpociov AeBvoig Atkaiov. Kat
OKOUN 7O CLYKEKPEVA, OTO €0KOTEPO ekelvo medio Tov mov apopd to Aebvéc Alkaio g
Odraccag tov OHE, xatd v Xoppacn tov Montego Bay tov 1982. Tnv mpoavapepdpevn emioyn
dwkatoAoyel 1o 0Tt gvtdg Tov mediov Tov AeBvoig Atkaiov g @draccag tov OHE, axpiBac Adym g
EYYEVOLG YEVIKOTNTAG TOL 1 Kol AGAPELLG TOV -1 OTOi0 G€ APKETEG TEPUTTMOELS NTAV EMAOYN TOV
CUVTOKTMV TOV KOVOVOV TOV, TPOKEWEVOL VA KAADWOLV TIG, HOpaimg cuyva avatiBépeves, Béoelg
TOV GLUPOAAOUEVOV UEPDOV O TAYKOGUO €minedo, TPOMTIGTOE AOY® TNG TOALTAOKOTNTOG TOL
PLOGTIKOD OVTIKEWEVOL TV Kavovey TovTmv- 1 pRtpa g Emeikeiog éxet pet éva «apovouiaroy,
KUPLOAEKTIKAOGC, TEGI0 EPUNVEVTIKNG, KOt O)L LOVOV, ETLPPONS.

Christof Rapp

Does Aristotle’s Biology Unduly Rely on Philosophical Prejudices? Examples from the
Parva Natura, De Motu Animalium and De Generatione Animalium

Aristotle’s biological research combines sober observations with philosophical hypotheses. This is the
one of the reasons why his approach to empirical sciences has often come under attack — not only in
Early Modern Philosophy, but down to the 20™ century. This suspicion is famously echoed in Popper’s
“Every discipline which still uses the Aristotelian method of definition has remained arrested in a state



of empty verbiage and barren scholasticism” or in Medawars’ “The biological works of Aristotle are a
strange and generally speaking rather tiresome farrago of hearsay, imperfect observation, wishful
thinking, and credulity amounting to downright gullibility”. In my presentation I will try to disentangle
several strands of this kind of criticism and will use examples from Aristotle’s biological works in

order to assess Aristotle’s fusion of empirical research with genuinely philosophical methods.

Xpnotog Zepepog
Ta «MeTe®POLOYIKA» TOV APLETOTELOVG

O Apwototéng eivar o mpwtog o omoiog Eypoye Ilpaypateio pe titho «Metempoloyikdy,
TEPLYPAPOVTOG HETEMPOAOYIKA (QOIVOHEVO YVOOTO O©TNV €moYN TOv. Xt0 Metewpoloyikd, O
ApototéAng dompaypoatedeTal TOAA BEpATa, HETOED VTV Kot EKEIVO TNG KAMUATIKNAG GAAXYNG, TO
omoio mapovctdlel Wiaitepo evdlaEEpov O10TL divovial mopadelypata KALATIKOV OAAOYDV GTNV
mepLoyn ™S ovatoMkng Meooyeiov. Xto 1010 PifAio, peta&d GAlov, yivetor o Sloy®PIGUOC TV
KMpatov g I'ng kabmg kot ToALd dAAa eVOLOQEPOVTO BELOTA TNG PUOIKNG TNG ATHLOCOOPAS KOl TNG
KMpotoAoyiag.

Theodosios P. Tassios

Aristoteles on Mechanics and Technology. Aristotle's favourable attitude towards
Technology

Against some opposing opinions, this lecture will present the view that empiricist Aristoteles was very
much in favour of Technology. It will also share the conclusions of recent research in favour of
Mechanika being a genuine work by Aristoteles. A short analysis of this work’s introduction will
demonstrate an attitude as friendly to Technology as the well-known technophile Utopia expressed by
Aristoteles in his Politika (1253b, 34). Subsequently, several passages of Mechanika are discussed,
showing the completeness of mechanical artefacts available during the classical period, as well as
Aristoteles’ special inclination for describing and explaining their function. Similar examples of
aristotelian technophilia are presented regarding the manufacturing of several materials
(Meteorologika, Book 4). Aristoteles would appear to be closer to Plato’s views regarding the
importance of technicians,

Nikolaos Paraskevopoulos
Law, Equity, Science

Presocratic philosophers and orators had already introduced the concept of equity into the cultural
environment of Athenian Democracy. Aristotle first discussed the relationship between Justice and
Equity in his works Nicomachean Ethics (primarily), Rhetoric, and Magna Moralia, implying that the
latter concept has a corrective function. According to it, laws generalizing previously known cases are
rigid. The notion of Equity was developed to handle unusual occurrences by adjusting legal texts and

principles to meet real-world circumstances. This well-known Aristotelian concept is not regarded as a



deviation from Justice or an aliud, but rather as a better sample within it (“Bértiov dixaiov»). This
rectifying function, I believe, could not be conceived without a logical acceptance of a preexisting
empirical world, claiming the rule’s fit to the real circumstances. Such primacy of the real world
appears to be consistent with the famous Aristotelian idea (in Politics 1253a7, “molttucov o avOpwmoc
Cmov») that the human is a political being in nature, even prior to any evaluation by a social contract.
As “eikos” (epi-eikeia) infers “visible”, an etymological approach helps us subscribe to the primacy of
the empirical reality. Given this acknowledgement, the concept of Equity becomes most familiar to
descriptive-realistic legal methodologies, leaving less of a footprint on their normative counterparts.
As a result, the concept is well known and widely used within the Anglo-American tradition of
Common (-Case) Law. On the contrary it is less effective or totally unfamiliar in the legal tradition of
Continental Europe (strict law). The above hypothesis on the logic priority of reality raises some
contemporary epistemological issues. Could the concept of Equity also be applied to the collection,
processing, and production of knowledge and decisions, in a digital data system? Could this happen in
such a system where the elaborated matter is -despite the word- numerical rather than material? There
is also the issue of relating a corrective concept, such as Equity, to a system that denies explainability
and leaves rational reasoning outside black boxes. Though examined to some extent, these questions

will remain here unanswered.
Richard McKirahan
Aristotle and the Invention of Science

In this paper I propose that Aristotle originated the conception of science as a discipline — a
conception that is still with us. Long before Aristotle people had held views on matters we consider
scientific. Most of the sixth- and fifth-century thinkers known as Presocratics advanced theories about
scientific subjects, such as eclipses of the sun and the basic materials from which all things are
composed. But as far as we can tell they simply asserted that things are so, without systematically
justifying their assertions or showing that or how their views were superior to others. The little
information we have does not suggest that they had any particular method for arriving at their theories
about the world around us or any particular method for justifying or defending them. To a large extent
this is true of Plato as well. In addition, the earlier thinkers did not distinguish among different areas of
inquiry as we consider physics, biology, and chemistry to be different sciences. But although these
sciences are different they share some common features. Here are a few which I believe are (roughly
speaking) broadly true of (many or most) of today’s sciences. Each has a (more or less) well defined
subject matter. Each science has a number of sub-sciences (molecular biology, nuclear physics). Each
science has its distinctive methods of inquiry and standards for what counts as evidence for its claims.
Each science gives reasons, explanations, arguments or proofs of the claims it makes about its subject
matter. Each science has a community of experts that agree (more or less closely) about what facts are
relevant to inquiry in their subject, how to get the facts and what kinds of justification are acceptable.
In all these areas Aristotle made decisive advances which remain fundamental ingredients of modern
science. He distinguished one science from another by its subject matter, thus separating the science of
nature from mathematics and more narrowly different branches of mathematics from one another:
number theory, plane geometry, solid geometry, and in addition optics and harmonics, perhaps in
some cases originating these names. He also developed a method of discovering facts in these sciences
and justifying them by systematically relating them to one another so as to demonstrate that they are
true.



Pantelis Golitsis
The Metaphysics and Aristotle’s appeal to astronomy

Although Aristotle’s Metaphysics received much attention in the nineteenth and the twentieth
centuries, scholars and historians of science were not particularly interested in clarifying the aim of
Aristotle’s appeal to astronomy in A 8. Read with monotheistic prejudices, this chapter was quickly
abandoned by Aristotelian scholars as a gratuitous insertion, which downgrades Aristotle’s God for the
sake of some supplementary principles, whose existence was dictated by celestial mechanics. In this
paper, I will argue that Aristotle purposefully turned to astronomy as the only mathematical science
whose objects were correlative to the immaterial first substances or gods, the number of which had to
be precisely determined by his own project of first philosophy.

Lambros Couloubaritsis
The Concept of logos in Aristotle’s works

Aristotle’s use of Adyog completes the first stage of greek philosophy since the archaic world, before
the stoic philosophy. In the archaic world, the logos is expressed by the expression kata-A&yw,
whereas pvfog means a speech which produces effects, meaning which we find again in Aristotle’s
Poetics. In fact, Aristotle’s originality lies in the separation between « things said » (t& Aeyopeva) and
the structure « subject » and « attribute » (xotnyopovueva) which form a technical or apophantic
language. Ta Aeyoueva are divided between dialogue, dialectic, rhetoric, mythical speech, tragedy on
the one side ..., whereas, on the other side, the apophantic language allows the establishment of
scientific language. Now, in science (physics and biology), the notion of logos is also used to express,
in living beings, that which assembles, thanks to the expressions 1 pop@T Koi TO £100¢ TO KATA TOV
Adyov and 0 Adyog Ti|g piewc. Between these different uses we can place the analysis of opB6g Adyog
in practical philosophy where reason stands out. Thus, the polysemy of the concept of Adyog is

confirmed.

James Lennox
Aristotelian {ijtnoig as norm-governed curiosity

Aristotle’s opens his search for the science of Wisdom or First Philosophy with this well-known
sentence: “All human being by nature desire to know”. It is very common in contemporary discussions
of curiosity to identify a kind of curiosity peculiar to humans as “epistemic” curiosity and to define it
as an ‘intrinsic’ drive for knowledge, driven by a desire to fill an 'epistemic gap’. In contemporary
terms, that first sentence of the Metaphysics is about human curiosity. In this brief contribution to our
celebration of the 10th anniversary of the Interdisciplinary Centre for Aristotelian Studies, I would like
to sketch one guiding thread of my recent book, Aristotle on Inquiry: that Aristotle sees the successfu!
pursuit of knowledge as critically dependent on [a] the kinds of questions that are asked, [b] the order
in which they are asked, and [c] their suitability to the domain of inquiry. This implies that scientific

inquiry must be a norm-governed from of curiosity.



